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C oherent versus sequential electron tunneling in quantum dots
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M anifestations ofquantum coherence In the electronic conductance through nearly closed quantum
dots In the Coulomb blockade regin e are addressed. W e show that quantum coherent tunneling
processes explain som e puzzling statistical features of the conductance peak-heights observed in
recent experin ents at low tem peratures. W e em ploy the constant interaction m odeland the random
m atrix theory to m odel the quantum dot electronic interactions and its singleparticle statistical

uctuations, taking full account of the nite decay w idth of the quantum dot levels.

PACS numbers: 7321 .La, 7323, 03.65Y z

Recent experin ental studies of electronic transport
through nearly isolated quantum dots i_]:, :2:] assessthe In —
portance of quantum coherence and the nature ofdephas-
Ing m echanisn s in nite Interacting electronic system s.
O f particular interest is the Coulomb blockade regin e,
w here the thermm alenergy kg T ismuch an aller than the
charging energy E necessary to add an electron to the
quantum dot. In this regin e the conductance depends
prim arily on the quantum properties of the dot, such
as its resonance kevels and the corresponding line w idths
due to the coupling betw een the dot and leads. E lectrons
are allow ed to tunnel through the quantum dot w henever
the charging energy is com pensated by an extemalpoten—
tial and the dot energy levels are in resonance w ith the
chem ical potential at the leads (snallbias Im it). The
tunneling condition can be attained, for instance, by a
tunable gate voltage V4. In a typical experim ent Vg is
varied to obtain the conductance spectrum , a sequence
of sharp (Coulomb blockade) peaks.

Sequentialtunneling is the key hypothesis for the stan—
dard rate equations ij] used to explain the tranam is—
sion spectrum of quantum dots In the Coulomb block-
ade regin e E, r'gJ]. T his probabilistic picture neglects
non-resonant quantum virtual processes, under the as—
sum ption that the resonant decay widths are much
an aller than both kg T and the energy separation be-
tween the quantum dot resonances ", nam ely, kg T
and ", a condition often m et by experim ents in
nearly isolated quantum dots.

The early experim ental data taken from ballistic
chaotic quantum dots were successfilly confronted w ith
the sequential theory by using the random m atrix the—
ory RM T) to model the dot statistical single-particle
properties Eﬂ, E]. M ore recently, the analysis of the m ea—
sured conductance peak-heights in the C oulom b blockade
regin e {,2] show signi cant deviations from this theory
@, 11, 'd], indicating that som e physics is m issing. The
Inclision of inelastic scattering processes i_E%, :_l-C_i, :_f]:, :_f?:],
spin-orbit coupling @;], and exchange interaction [_l-l_j,:}:'%]
Into the sequential approach expand In interesting ways

the considered physicalprocesses, adding new param eters
to the description . U nfortunately, these studies achieved
only a lim ited success In reconciling theory w ith experi-
m ent.

In this Letter we show that quantum ooherence, so
far overlooked, leads to im portant corrections to the
sequential tunneling picture LL§'] and explains som e of
the puzzles pointed out by the conductance experim ents
'EJ, -'_2]. The in portance of coherent processes is jasti-

ed by noticing that while the sequential theory requires
kg T; "; the experim ents satisfy those conditions
only in average, nam ely, h i< h"iandhi < kg T.
Since both the decay w idth and the resonance spacings
" uctuate, conductance peaks where is larger than
kg T and comparable to " are not exoceptional. M ore
In portantly, the study of fiilly coherent transport, as op—
posad to the sequential tunneling lim it, provides a better
fram ew ork to understand the interplay between coher-
ence and Interactions.

W e describe a quantum dot coupled to extermal leads

by the H am ilttonian

A

H =Hgott Hipaast H coupling * 1)

W e w rite the chaotic quantum dot H am iltonian HAdot as
X e?
~ +
Hgot = (Ej eVg)djdj+E
j
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where d] creates an electron in the jth eigenstate w ith
energy E 5 of the closed dot, N = =, d} d; is the elec-
tron num ber operator in the dot, Vg is the electrostatic
energy due to the extermalgate (as usual, V4 is the gate
volage and depends on the system speci cs), and C

is the e ective dot capacitance. E quation (.’g:) is the con-
stant Interaction m odel. Tn chaotic quantum dotsground
state energy uctuations due to interaction e ects are
very amall n the large N lim it [_5]. W e also do not ac—
count for spin and exchange interaction, which were re-
cently addressed in the m aster equation fram ework by
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Refs. I_l-é_i‘, :_1-§'] T he electrons In the leads are treated as
non-interacting, nam ely
N X +
H radas = "k;ack;ack;a 7 3)
k;a2 L ;R

w here c}t;a creates an electron at the state ofw ave vector

= (@m ";)'"?=h at channel\a" either in the left (L) or

In the right R) lead. T he dotZJead coupling tem is
R X X
H coupling = ViaGads t he: 10 @)

k;a2L;R Jj
T he m agniude of the coupling m atrix elem ents Vika)s
determ ine through a Ferm i golden rule l_l-j] the electron
decay width , or the tunneling rate =h in the m aster
equation fram ework. For quantum dots in the Coulomb
blockade regin e h i ismuch an aller than the dot m ean
level spacing

The oconductance through the quantum dot is ex-—
pressed in temm s of the Interacting system retarded
G reen’s fiinction, Gi.j t) = (=h) © 4d; (t);d; ©)
T he evaluation ofG li;j (t) low s the treatm ent presented
by Balin and collaborators [1§] and generalizes their re-
sul to cases where the condition " isnotm et.

T he retarded G reen’s fiinction isw ritten asa sum over
tem scontaining di erent @nd xed) num berofelectrons
n the dot

Gi o) = e () * P
i3 h N
N=0

)

d; ©;d; ©)
where Py is the them alprobability to nd N electrons
In the dot. T hisprobability considers the fiill set ofoccu—
pation num bers fn.g of the I-fdot elgenstates. E quation
@3) can be form ally solved by the m ethod of equation of
m otion. In practice, the equations do not close unlesswe
assum e that the num ber of electrons in the dot does not
uctuate, which m eans that we replace N by its expecta—
tion value N {[9]. T his sin pli cation is entirely jisti ed
in the cases of Interest, where 6?=C max ( ;kg T).
The matrix representation of the retarded G reen’s
function is then casted as

® nh i,
GR= py " vY) FM @ n)+
N=0 .
h i, o
"I Hcﬁt b Rm ny : (6)
w here the quantum dot m atrix elem ents are
h ( )i
N
Hdot ..= CEj eVg+ UN)i;j; (7)
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and U is the quantum dot charging energy, nam ely,
U = &=C. In Eq. (:§) we de ne hy ].l;j = i, i
as the diagonalm atrix whose entries are the canonical

occupation num bers of the (closed) dot eigenstates. The
retarded selfenergy m atrix elem ents, due to the coupling
to the leads, becom e

Ry = Ysww Ve e
i;3 "y oot w oo
k;a2 L ;R kia

T he coupling m atrix elem entsV .5 vary n the energy
scale of "y and hence are practically constant in energy
w Indow s com prising severalsingle-particle states. W e ne—

glect such variations to w rite

Bm= —i< + r) )
2 L R
w here kvi;(k;a)v(k;a);jz("+ i0* Yia) = i[a]i;j =2.

T he energy dependence due to the principal value inte—
gral is also negligble In the Coulomb blockade regin e,
since there are no open transm itting channels.

T he Inearresponse conductance is [_1]']

Z

e2 - n @f "
G=Ig with g= d F Tra )5 (10)
where £ is the Fem idistrdbution finction in the leads
with chem icalpotential . Tg; is the system transm it-
tance that can be directly com puted from the retarded

G reen’s function
X = 2
Tep ()= v i G i3 Vi R)

i3

(kL) @1

E quivalently, the above expression can also be casted in
the welkknown form Tg 4 = tr( R G® 1G?) [17].

To this point our approach is quite general. The
only in portant approxin ation wem ake requires e?=C
max ( ;kg T). A Dbeit restrictive, the approxim ation is
com patible with the Coulomb blockade experin ents we
are interested In. O ur approach is reduced to the sequen-
tial tunneling one Ej] in the lim it of min kg T; ").
Them ain In provem ent is that we naturally account for
quantum virtual tunneling processes. T hose are signi —
cant whenever kg T becom es com parable wih , a con—
dition offen m et by experin ents. Furthem ore, both the
single-particle level spacings " and the decay w idths

uctuate. Even if in average h i, situations where

" is com parabl to are not infrequent. In these cases
quantum corrections are in portant. W hen the condition

=" 1 is always satis ed and not only in average,
corrections to the conductance becom e indeed negligble.
This was the lin it analyzed in Ref. [I§] or the phase
lapse problem . Note also the contrast w ith the case of
elastic cotunneling at the conductance valleys. There,
the contribution ofthe o —resonant levels isoforder =U,
w hereas here their contribution is of order = ".

W e switch now to the statistical study of the din en—
sionless conductance peak heights g" **. This analysis



allow s for a com parison between the results of our ap—
proach, experin ents and the sequential tunneling theory.
T he statistical ansatz is to assum e that the underlying
electronic dynam ics in the quantum dot is very com —
plkx and hence the uctuation properties of its single—
particle eigenenergies and eigenfinctions coincide w ith
those of an ensam ble of random m atrices Eﬂ, -'5]. A ccord—
ngly, the sihgleparticle levels display universal uctu-
ations and their spacings " follow the W ignerD yson
distrdbbution. Likew ise, the decay widths are Porter-
Thom as distributed. The inputs of the statistical the-
ory are them ean lkevel spacing and the average decay
width h i. W e consider the dot both in the absence of
a magnetic eld (orthogonal ensemble, = 1) and In
the presence of a m agnetic eld B that breaks the tin e~
reversalsymm etry (Unitary ensemble, = 2). The later
is the relevant one for com parison w ith avaliable experi-
mentaldata.

T he num erical In plem entation is straightforw ard, but
costly since Eq. C_é) requires m atrix inversions for each
realization. The canonical themm al quantities Py and

m;i, are computed usihg the quadrature omula ex—
plained in Ref. £0], already used rquantum dots {1, &].
Forkg T < good individual peak height accuracy re-
quires taking Into account at last 30 levels around the
resonant one. Between 5 1¢ and 1 10 realizations
were used for the ensam ble averaging. T he charging en—
ergy U istaken tobe 50 (the resultsare quite nsensitive
to U, provided U ).

The data of Ref. [_J:] show that at very low tem per—
atures, kg T , the conductance peak-height distri-
bution does not follow the standard random m atrix the—
ory E_é]. By accounting for quantum coherent tunneling
we obtain a very nice agreem ent w ith the experin ental
distribbutions. This is illustrated In Fig. -_]: forB 6 0
(= 2). In the Inset we present our resuls for the dis-
trbution of ¢"** HrB = 0 ( = 1). In Fig. L the
din ensionless conductance peak heights g" ** are scaled
tounitmean. W e show the peak heights distrdbution for
ke T = 01 ,hi= 01 (solid line) and hi= 02
(dashed line). T he histogram corresponds to the experi-
mentalresul ofRef. {l]availablonly orB 6 0 ( =
D i erent dots have di erent h i= , a ratio that can be
determ ned from the experin entalg™ ®*. h i= 0d is
representative of the analyzed experin ents. W e nd that
astheratioh i= is increased, the probability to obtain
an all conductances is suppressed in com parison w ith the
standard sequentialtheory (dotted line). T hiscan be un—
derstood as follow s: If a given resonance has an all tun-—
neling rates, the contrbutions due to virtual processes
through its neighbors w ill reduce the chance to obtain a
very an allpeak. Thus, we expect P (@ ** = 0) = 0.

In the early experimn ent by Changetal [_2-2_3] Soecialcare
was taken to discard from the statistical sam ple conduc—
tance peak-heights that did not ful 11 kg T . Hence,
corrections due to the nie ratio = are practically
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FIG. 1: Peak height probability distribution P (" **) for
kg T =01 andB 6 0 ( = 2).ThesameforB =0 ( = 1)

in the nset. Our theory forh i= = 01 (solid line) and 02

(dashed line) is com pared w ith the standard sequential tun-
neling result (dotted line), and the experin ental distribbution
(histogram ) Q:].

negligbl. This m ight explain why a good agreem ent
w ith the standard sequentialtheory was found there £3].
Note also that askg T becom es com parable with h ithe
assesam ent of the quantum dot tem perature through the
w idths of the Coulom b-blockade peaks becom es unreli-
able, due to the non-negligble

T he experin entalresultsofR ef. 'E:] show another strdk—
Ing and unexplained discrepancy w ith respect to the stan—
dard rate equations. T his is best quanti ed by the ratio
betw een the standard deviation g™ ** and them ean con—
ductance peak heights hg™ #*1i, nam ely

q
g.m ax
g~ hg™ ax i =

(gm ax)2
lfgmaxi

hg =i’

12)

In the experin ents g"** is signi cantly an aller than
predicted by the rate equationsplisRM T .R ecent works
i, 111, 13] discuss if such deviations can be attrbuted
to Inelastic processes E-]_;] O ur approach explains the
experim ental ndings in the low tem perature regine
kg T= 1, where inelastic processes are hard to jis—
tify. InFjg.-r_zweshow g rB 6 0 ( = 2) asa function
of the them alenergy for di erent values ofh i= . The
nset shows 4 forthe casswhen B = 0 ( = 1). The
standard sequential theory results ij] are illustrated by
the dotted Iines.
At Iow tem peratures and as h i= is increased, our
g 1s signi cantly reduced w ith respect to the standard
sequential theory prediction. For higher tem peratures,
ks T > 05 , we obtain larger 4 than the measured
ones. Furtherm ore, as the tem perature increases our g4
approaches the standard theory result. Sin ilar behavior
was also recently found by incliding the exchange tem
in I-fdot f_l-Z_I, :_l-lé‘] However, at high tem peratures we ex—
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FIG . 2: Nom alized peak heights distrdbbution width 4 for
B 6 0 (theB = 0 case is shown in the inset) as a function
ofkg T=, orh i= = 0:05;0:1;02 (dashed-dot, solid and
dashed Ines respectively) : Sym bols correspond to the exper-
inental results of Ref. [i] for di erent dots and the dotted
lines to the standard sequential theory.

pect a reduction of the peak heights uctuations due to
nelasticity and decoherence.

T he suppression of the weak localization peak was re—
cently used to detem ine the dephasing tin e n open
quantum dots ﬁ_2§',:_2-l_i], This inspired Fok et al. to experi-
m entally investigate the change In the conductance peak-
height upon breaking the tim ereversal sym m etry of the
quantum dots by applying a m agnetic eld B , nam ely

_ g i g0 N, .

2< S

At zero tem perature the sequentialtunneling theory gives
a constant = 1=4. Inclusion oftem perature corrections
and spectral uctuations give sn all changes, essentially
keeping ' 1=4 i1, I2]. In Fig. Biwe show asa func-
tion of tem perature for di erent values ofh i= . Our
sin ulations show that islargerthan 1=4 at low tem per—
atures and decreasesw ith increasing kg T . T hisbehavior
suggests that a nite ratio h i= enhancesm ore e ec—
tively the conductance in the unitary case than in the
orthogonal case. Since is very sensitive to the ratio
h i= , particular care m ust be exercised when com par-
Ing data corresponding to di erent quantum dots. Asin
the analysis of 4 our results suggest that an additional
physical process is needed to explain the experim ental
data Prkg T ~

In summ ary, we have investigated the e ect of quan-
tum coherent processes on the statistics of the conduc—
tance peak heights. W e found that at very low tem per—
atures this leads to signi cant corrections to the distri-
bution of conductance peak heights obtained using the
standard sequential theory. T he relevant param eter for
these corrections is h i=kg T . O ur study also indicates
that estin ates of the inelastic scattering rates and the
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FIG . 3: Nom alized change In the average conductance as
a function of tem perature fordi erent h i= .

strength ofthe e ective exchange Interaction in quantum
dots using the peak height distribbutions need to account
for coherent tunneling in order to be quantiative.
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